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KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON 
WETLAND 

December 20, 2004 

INTRODUCTION 
This report documents the results a wetland delineation and wildlife habitat 
assessment that was conducted on the approximately 205-acre Tall Chief Golf 
Course property located at 1313 W. Snoqualmie River Road SE in the Fall City area 
of King County (Drawing 1). The site is found in the east half of Section 5, Township 
24 North, Range 7 East, W.M., and includes Lots 052407-9002, 052407-9025, and 
052407-9026. 

The purpose of this report is to: 1) describe the wetlands and wildlife habitats 
identified on the property, 2) identify conceptual impacts to wetland resources from 
the proposed development, and 3) describe the conceptual measures that could be 
implemented to mitigate for wetland impacts. 

2.0 GENERAL PROPERTY DESCRIPTION AND LAND USE 
The site is currently developed with an existing 18-hole golf course and associated 
clubhouse that occupy the majority of Lot 052407-9002. The southwestern portion of 
the site (i.e., Lots -9025 and -9026) as well as the western portion of Lot -9002 are 
undeveloped and consist primarily of an east-facing slope dominated by an unevenly 

aged mixed forest. . A l~rq~ ~prt~:~r~i~iD~,~~tt~n~.:~X~t~ ~Qyllpte~ !!l~l,Jfh of the 
centrar portion of Lot -9002 and extends off-site to thesouth and north. In addition, 
much of the golf course area in the northeast portion of the site is located within the 
floodplain of the Snoqualmie River, which is found off-site to the east. 

3.0 METHODOLOGY 
A general site reconnaissance was conducted on November 12th and 22nd, 2003 
(following a significant flooding event) to gain an overall impression of the existing 
environment. Observations were made of the general plant communities, wildlife 
habitats, and the locations of potential wetland areas. Present and past land use 
practices were also noted, as were significant geological and hydrological features. 
The wetland delineation was subsequently conducted in the fall of 2004 utilizing the 
methodology outlined in the Washington State Wetlands Identification and 
Delineation Manual (1997). Site visits were conducted on October 14, 18, 19, 21, 
28, November 1, 3, and December 15, 2004. 

Plant species were identified according to the taxonomy of Hitchcock and Cronquist 
(1973), and the wetland status of plant species was assigned according to the List of 
Plant Species that Occur in Wetlands, published by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service (Reed 1988, 1993). Wetland classes were determined by the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service's system of wetland classification (Cowardin, et. a/. 1979). 
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Vegetation was considered hydrophytic if greater than 50°/o the dominant 
species had a wetland indicator status of facultative or wetter (i.e., facultative, 
facultative wetland, or obligate wetland}. Soil on the site was considered hydric if 
one or more the following characteristics were present 

• organic soils or soils with an organic surface layer, 
matrix chroma just below the A-horizon (or 10 inches, whichever is less} of 1 or 
less in unmottled soils, or 2 or less if mottles were present, or 
gleying immediately below the A-horizon. 

Indicators of wetland hydrology included, were not necessarily limited to: 
drainage patterns, drift lines, sediment deposition, watermarks, and visual 
observation or evidence of inundation or saturated soils. 

An evaluation of the vegetation, soils and hydrology was made at various locations 
along the interface of wetland and upland. Wetland boundary points were then 
determined from this information. Wetland boundaries were marked with flagging 
and surveyed. Appendix A contains data sheets prepared for representative 
locations in both the uplands and wetlands. These data sheets document the 
vegetation, soils, and hydrology information that aided in the wetland boundary 
determination. 

4.0RESULTS 
l'Jine \1\l~tlan~ ~reas (Wetland Areas A, B, C, D, E, G, H, and I} and one small 
stream (Stream 1) were delineated on the property (Drawing 1}. Each of these 
sensitive areas is described below. 

Wetland A 
Wetland A is located along the southeast property line and extends into the site to 
the southeast of the existing clubhouse. The wetland is part of a larger wetland that 
is located off-site to the east. Vegetation within the main on-site portion of the 
wetland consisted of a palustrine scrub-shrub plant community dominated by willow 
(Salix sp.), with spirea (Spiraea doug/asil), red-osier dogwood (Cornus sericea), and 
reed canarygrass (Pha/aris arundinacea) also being common. In addition, a strip of 
palustrine forested vegetation was located along the west edge of the entire wetland 
(both on and off-site). This strip corresponded roughly with the toe of the adjacent 
upland forested slope and included western red cedar (Thuja p/icata), big-leaf maple 
(Acer macrophy/lum), vine maple (Acer circinatum), salmonberry (Rubus spectabilis), 
stinging nettle ( Urtica dioica), skunk cabbage (Lysichitum americanum), slough 
sedge (Carex obnupta), and lady fern (Athyrium filix-femina). Vegetation within the 
main off-site portion of the wetland was dominated primarily by a monotypic reed 
canarygrass pasture. 

At the time of the Fall 2004 field investigations, soils throughout the wetland were 
saturated to the surface and portions of the wetland contained up to six inches 
ponding. Runoff within the wetland generally drains from south to north. 
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Wetland A appears to meet the definition a Class 2 wetland according 
County Code since it is greater than one acre in size. Class 2 wetlands currently 
require a standard 50-foot buffer plus a 15-foot building setback. 

Wetland B 
Wetland B is located in the vicinity of proposed Lot 7 in the southeastern portion 
the site. wetland is located within a topographic depression in the existing golf 
course and is separated from Wetland A via a cart path. A culvert located under the 
cart path provides a high-flow hydrologic connection to a finger of Wetland A that 
extends onto the site. Vegetation within the wetland consisted primarily of a 
palustrine scrub-shrub plant community that included vine maple, salmonberry, 
Himalayan blackberry (Rubus discolor), giant horsetail (Equisetum telmateia), youth­
on-age (Tolmiea menziesil), skunk cabbage, slough sedge, lady fern, and young red 
alder (Alnus rubra). At the time of the field investigations, soils within the wetland 
were generally saturated to the surface. · 

Wetland B would likely be considered a Class 2 wetland according to King County 
Code since it appears to have had a hydric soil connection to Wetland A prior to 
historic filling for the cart path and currently has a high flow connection via a culvert. 
Class 2 wetlands currently require a standard 50-foot buffer plus a 15-foot building 
setback. 

Wetlands C, D, E, and F 
Wetlands C, D, E, and Fare located within the golf course in the north-central 
portion of the site, along the western edge of the floodplain for the Snoqualmie River. 
The wetlands are all hydrologically connected via culverts located under portions of 
the course and the existing access road. Most of these wetland areas have been 
heavily disturbed through historic grading associated with the golf cour$e 
construction. Soils were generally saturated to the surface within all wetland areas 
during the field investigations. 

Wetland C consisted primarily of a manicured lawn and associated water feature 
with reed canarygrass, smartweed (Polygon urn persicaria ), and a row of weeping 
willow (Salix babylonica) trees along the edge. The northern portion of Wetland D 
contained a palustrine forested and emergent plant community that included black 
cottonwood (Populus trichocarpa), Pacific willow (Salix lasiandra), red alder, red­
osier dogwood, black twin berry (Lonicera involucrata), Himalayan blackberry, reed 
canarygrass, and slough sedge. The southern portion of Wetland D consisted 
primarily of manicured lawn and open water golf course ponds. 

Wetlands E and F are located north of the existing access drive. Wetland E 
consisted of a golf course pond and palustrine scrub-shrub plant community 
dominated by willow and reed canarygrass. Wetland F was dominated by reed 
canarygrass with scattered clumps of willow, young red alder, Himalayan blackberry, 
black twin berry, lady fern and skunk cabbage. This wetland area is part of a larger 
wetland that extends off-site to the north. 
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Wetland areas C, and F would likely all be considered Class 2 wetlands 
according to King County Code since they appear to be part of a wetland system that 
is greater than one acre in size. The wetlands would likely not be considered Class 
1 since the open water components of the wetlands appear to be primarily artificial. 
Class 2 wetlands currently require a standard 50-foot buffer plus a 15-foot building 
setback. 

Wetlands G, and I are located in the northwestern portion of the site. These 
wetlands all consist of seeps along the hillside. Vegetation within the wetlands was 
dominated by palustrine forested plant communities that included big-leaf maple, 
western red cedar, Western hemlock (Tsuga heterophylla), red alder, vine maple, 
salmonberry, lady fern, skunk cabbage, and youth-on-age. Soils were generally 
saturated to the surface during the field investigations. 

Wetlands Hand I would likely be considered Class 2 wetlands according to King 
County Code since they are greater than 2,500 s.f. in size and contain a forested 
wetland class. Wetland G would likely be a Class 3 wetland since it is less than 
2,500 s.f. in size. Class 2 wetlands currently require a standard 50-foot buffer plus a 
15-foot building setback and Class 3 wetlands currently require a standard 25-foot 
buffer plus 15-foot building setback. 

Stream 1 
Stream 1 is located in the southeastern portion of the site. The stream channel is 
in-termittent, eroded, and has an average width of about three feet. Runoff within the 
channel appears to go subsurface in places. Vegetation within the riparian corridor 
of the stream was dominated by red alder, Himalayan blackberry, salmonberry, and 
stinging nettle. 

Stream 1 would currently be considered a Class 3 stream by King County since it is 
intermittent and does not contain salmonid habitat. Class 3 streams currently 
require a standard 25-foot buffer (plus 15-foot building setback) from the ordinary 
high water line. 

5.0 DEVELOPMENT IMP ACTS ON WETLANDS 
The proposed residential project has been designed to avoid impacts to wetlands 
and their buffers (Drawing 1). The only potentially unavoidable wetland and/or buffer 
impacts would occur through road improvements and include: 1) widening of the 
existing access road between Wetlands 0 and E, 2) construction of the new access 
road in the vicinity of the cart path crossing between Wetlands A and 8, and 3) 
improvements to the existing gravel road in the northwest portion of the site for use 
as an emergency access. All of the remaining wetland and buffer areas on the site 
would be preserved. 

6.0 MITIGATION FOR WETLAND IMPACTS 
Potential wetland/buffer impacts associated with the road improvements are 
anticipated to be relatively minor. Mitigation for these impacts, if necessary, would 
occur through a combination of wetland averaging 
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additional high value areas as appropriate. the small amount of 
wetland/buffer impact, it was determined that protecting additional forested buffer 
habitat was potentially the best mitigation option. If wetland impacts were larger than 
anticipated, then on-site wetland creation and/or enhancement would be reviewed. 

7.0 
Wildlife habitats on the site were reviewed during the field investigations. 

Results 
Wildlife habitats on the site consisted primarily of the following: 

1) Unevenly aged mixed upland forest. This habitat type is found throughout the 
western portion of the site, associated with the east-facing slope. Vegetation 
included a nearly closed canopy of unevenly aged western red cedar, big-leaf 
maple, Douglas fir (Pseudotsuga menziesiJ), western hemlock, and red alder. 
Many trees were larger than 24" diameter at breast height (dbh), with mature 
trees common. Understory vegetation varied from open to moderately dense 
and included sword fern (Polystichum munitum), vine maple, salal (Gaultheria 
shallon), tall Oregon grape (Mahonia aquifolium), Indian plum (Oemleria 
cerasiformis), red elderberry (Sambucus racemosa), and hazelnut (Gory/us 
cornuta). Habitat features such as snags and downed logs were also 
common. 

2) Golf Course. This habitat type occupies most of the site and is found 
throughout the northeastern, north-central, and southeastern portions of the 
property. In general, this habitat consisted of manicured lawn with scattered 
trees and tree lines that included pines (Pinus sp. ), poplars (Populus sp. ), big­
leaf maple, and Douglas fir. 

3) Mixed Wetlands. This habitat type is found within a band throughout the 
north-central portion of the site. Vegetation consisted primarily of a scrub­
shrub plant community dominated by willow, but also included a variety of 
smaller forested and emergent components. Also included within this habitat 
type are several open water ponds associated with the golf course. 

A variety of wildlife species typical of rural habitats within the suburban Puget Sound area 
were observed on the site during the field investigations. However, the number of wildlife 
species that utilize the site could be expected to be much higher than the number 
actually observed due to the seasonality and secretive nature of most wildlife species. 
Bird species observed included the Steller's jay, spotted towhee, winter wren, black­
capped chickadee, golden-crowned kinglet, pileated woodpecker (feeding cavities), hairy 
woodpecker, common raven, American robin, varied thrush, killdeer, mallard, common 
merganser, hooded merganser, bufflehead, Canada goose, great blue heron, and belted 
kingfisher. Other observed wildlife species included the black tailed deer, eastern gray 
squirrel, coyote (scat), Virginia opossum, and Pacific chorus frog. 

In addition to the observed species, the project site likely provides habitat for a 
variety of small mammals such as mice, voles, shrews, bats, weasels, squirrels, and 
moles that are commonly found within similar habitats. Other mammals that likely 
utilize the site include the raccoon and mountain beaver, and at least occasionally, 
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the mountain lion and black bear. Unobserved bird species that likely utilize the 
property on a regular or occasional basis include the bushtit, dark-eyed junco, rufous 
hummingbird, brown creeper, northern flicker, black headed grosbeak, Bewick's 
wren, and a variety of sparrows, warblers, flycatchers, swallows, and nuthatches. 
Although no raptors or raptor nests were observed during the fall field investigations, 
the site is probabjy utilized, at least occasionally, by raptors such as the red-tailed 
hawk, Cooper's hawk, sharp-shinned hawk, western screech owl, and barred owl. 
Unobserved reptiles and amphibians that are likely to utilize the site include the 
garter snake (Thamnophis sp.), northern alligator lizard, red legged frog, and a 
variety of salamanders. 

7.2 Threatened and Endangered Species Habitats 
No state endangered, threatened, or sensitive wildlife species or habitats were 
identified on the during the field investigations. 
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DATA FORM 
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD1 

Field lnvestig~tor(s): A\-\""" At-J ,j- Data: lO -I ~-D Lf 
Pro j ect!S it e: TA. L.. L C..+-\ qs f- Stat a: W A- County: __,IC'---'-'1 ,J'-=-"b"'-------
ApplicantJOwner: L~~b Plant Community #/Nama: _ __,'T.._'P.;__~_\..___-'-------
Note: tf a more detailed site description is necessary, use the back of data form or a field notebOok. 

Do normal environmental conditions exist at the plant community? 
Yes _2L_ No __ (If no, explain on bad<) 
Has the vegetation, soils, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed? 
Yes __ No~ (If yes, explain on back) 

Dominant Plant Species 

1. A\rHJ~ t"Jb("~ 
2. Run us syec-\~b, \ ~ s 
3. A~hf;"*"' .+'.\~y--CeV~A;"'c.. 
4. Co..( -1. ~bl-.~yh; · 
5. ~:,p•I~Jv\'V'\ ~1'11'\er;c:..c--•"h.i"""'-
6. P-.0\.-h.inc"lv.s· reren.,-
7. Tu\""f~ Me"~e.s:,: 
8. ~6 v)s~-\~.J""- -k\M;;k't<;. 
9. 

10. 

Indicator 
Status 

fAC 
fAC-t 
fK 
OSL-
06\.. 
f'ACvJ 
ff'i<C 

fpevJ 

VEGETATION 

Stratum ., 
s 
ld 
H 
~ 
\~ 

\:-\ 
~ 

Dominant Plant Species 

11.------------------
12.--------------
13. ------------------
14.------------------
15. -------------------
16. ------------------
17.---------------------
18.---------------------
19.---------------------
20.·----------

Percent of dominant spedes that are OBL, FACW, an.d/or FAC __ \=-O_O__.:,cl...::.o·o~--­
ls the hydrophytic vegetation cr~erion met? Yes~ No __ 

Indicator 
Status Stratum 

Rationale:----::------::::------------------------------
":> ~b "'h fAc... C«l- v.i€.-T"tt..~ 

SOILS 

Series/phase:----------------Subgroup:2 ------------
Is the soil on the hydric soils list? Yes No Undetermined-------
Is the soil a Histosol? Yes__ No --'!L_ Histic epipedon present? Yes __ No_)( __ 
Is the soil: Mottledz Yes . No _2L_ Gleyed? Yes__ No _2L_ 
Matrix Color: \0 ' ~ 2.r-c= Mottle Colors: -----------------
Other hydric soil indicators:-----------------------------­
Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes~ No 
Rationale:~------:-------------------------------

~~ ct\(tt>MA 

HYDROLOGY 

Is the ground surface inundated? Yes No _lL_ Surface water depth: ----------
Is the soil saturated? Yes ~ No-_ 

_c:___ -...'' Depth to free-standing water in pit/soil probe hole: __ .:..__, __________________ _ 
List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation. 

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Yes__{£__ No __ 

Rationale: ------.----------=-------t------------------
G58.St~v.¢\ '\lo""" of. S tJ \ \..- S~\Jit.A-T\o;;J 

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE 

Is the plant community a wetland? Yes~ No 
Rationale forjurisdictional decision: 

AL-\... !> CP.• TE-A.' A fV\~.,.. 

1 This data form can be used for the Hydric Soil Assessment Procedure and the Flant Commun~y 
- Assessment Procedure. ·'!':' 

2cJassification according to "Soil Taxonomy." 

c 
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DATA FORM 
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD1 

Fieldlnvestig~tor(s): At...-"\MArJN Date: t o~,-a-o~-1 
Project/Site: ·rA-vL- ~ '~~ State: · WA: County: _...;.;_¥.--:I,__N--=l:?;___ ____ _ 
Applicant/Owner: bA ~ Plant Community #/Name: __________ _ 
Note: If a more detail~d site description is necessary, use the back of data form cir a field notebook. 

Do normal environmental conditions exist at the plant communrty? 
Yes -A- No __ (If no, explain on back) 
Has the v~etatif.' soils, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed? 
Yes __ No (If yes, explain on back) 

Dominant Plant Species 

1. Acer M:Cr.-:>?hif\lv~ 
2. ~\)'""s A~ .s c c> \(or 
3. ~v\,v.s sfecke..~.l ~ 5 
4. 
5. 
6. -------------
7. -----------------
8. 
9. 

10. 

Indicator 
Status 
~c.u 
f~cu 
fA C.+ 

VEGETATION 

Stratum Dominant Plant Species 

1 11.-------------------
7 12.------------------­
$ 13.-------------------

14. ------------
15. ---------------
16. ----------------
17. ----------------18. __ _...;.;_ _______________ _ 

19.---------------~ 
20. ·----------~-----: 

Indicator 
Status Stratum 

Percent of dominant spades that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC ""'""~ 3 c:.lo 
[s the hydrophytic vegetation cr~erion met? Yes __ No.:!:...._ 
Rationale:------------------------------------------

t-1 oT ? 5 v 4 1a f--A c.. 017- ~E·y·\~(t.. 

SOILS 

Series/phase: --------------------- Subgroup:2 ------------
Is the soil on the hydric soils list? Yes No Undetermined 
Is the soil a Histosol? Yes __ No ::::f.__ Histic epipedon present? Yes-=_-_-_-_-N_o _ _)L_ __ 

Is the soil: Mottred?v Yes~ No~ Gleyed? Yes__ No~ 
Matrix Color: \ <> 1 (2.--- ~ Mottle Colors: ----------------­
Other hydric soil indicators:--------------------------------
Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes No:!__ 
Rationale: · K 

~ \ b k\ ~ " ~VV\.1-'\ 
HYDROLOGY 

Is the ground surface inundated? Yes No__:£__ Surface water depth: ______ ......_ __ _ 
Is the soil saturated? Yes__ No~ 
Depth to free-standing water in pit/soil probe hole:--------------------­
List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation. 

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Yes__ No _1_ 
Rationale: -------------=---~---------------,.------=-----::::----t--,----

ND o\)S{fl:v~'1,.;vJ d(L '£-.J\vtrJce:.. 0(- 5'4.\'- SJv\.J/1-Ixi>;;;..J. O(L ?~,-..~o,l'S6 

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE 

Is the plant community a wetland? Yes__ No _L_ 
Rationale for'jurisdictional decision: 

rJ v CP-:t. .,- t.{H ts r-- ~'f 

_1:This data form can be used for the· Hydric Soil Assessment Procedure and the ,Plant Community 
~,, Assessment Procedure. ·(· 
2 Classification according to ·soil Taxonomy." 

c 
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DATA FORM 
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD1 

Ff61d lnvestig~tor(s): AU1W\f'i t-Ji.J Data: lo ~f ~-(jy 
ProjecVSi'te: TA t...L- C lk_' ~E-- State: vJ ~ County: __!.~~( ..J~<z::.-____ _ 
Applicant/Owner: hPs-,.j <0 Plant Community #/Name:------------
Note: tf a more detailed site description is necessary, use the back of data form or a fieki notebook. 
~----------------------------------~---------------

Do normal environmental conditions exist at the plant community? 
Yes 1_ No_._ (If no, explain on back) 
Has the vegetation, soils, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed? 
Yes __ No~ (If yes, explain on back) 

Dominant Plant Species 

1. ~'q< \ ~S~"i"cl\"""'\ 
2. jv; 'r"" e.., c)o,!s\ "'-S { j 
3. Co~"\...).s s~!-: ces 
4. ur..tt~ ..... Q;'o.~c, 
s. So\~"''-''- od\c:<-"""'-t:..r' 

6. ----------------
7. ----------------
8. --------------------
9. --------------------

10. --------------------

Indicator 
Status 
("I<CW 1' 
fAc.vJ 
fAcw 
ff>.CJr 

f61'<C. {' 

VEGETATION 

Stratum 
f/5 
5 
s 

Dominant Plant Species 

11.--------------------
12. -----------------
13. ------------------
14.------~------------
15. ---------------------
16.--------------------
17.-------------------
18.--------------------
19.--------------------
20.-----------

Percent of dominant species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC .\OO 7'o 
Is the hydrophytic vegetation cr~erion met? Yes ..:f_ No __ 

Indicator 
Status Stratum 

Rationale:-::-----------------------------------
...,. $0 '7~ F AC CfJ- vJ G:'\"" ~~ 

SOILS 
Series/phase: --------------------- Subgroup:2 --------------
Is the soil on the hydric soils list? Yes No Undetermined ______ _ 
ls the soil a Histosol? Yes__ No L_ Histic epipedon present? Yes ___ No~ 
lsthesoil: Mottled?, Yes~~ No~Gieyed? Yes __ No~ 
Matrix Color: ·to "{ ~ 3_u_ Mottle Colors:----------------­
Other hydric soil indicators:----------------------------­
Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes _)L_ No 

Rationale: -:----:-----:-----------------,--------------­
\-.e. vJ c l-\~M A 

HYDROLOGY 
Is the ground surface inundated? Yes No~ Surface water depth: ----------
Is the soil saturated? Yes~ No=== q 
Depth to free-standing water in pit/soil probe hole: --..s..L------------------­
List other fieki evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation. 

Is the wetland hydrology criterion mat? Yes _)5;,_ No __ 

Rationale: -----.-----------=~----:::---t------------------
O,~S t€!--v A"\' .Q tJ of- S b \ '- S:.~\v[L.Pf\ • u tJ 

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINA llON AND RA llONALE 

Is the plant community a w~tland? Yes .25:.__ No 
Rationale for1urisdi~ional decision: ---:~~-----------~-----~~-~~ 

Ay.L.. s C.~\ Ttf l A t/""\ t1' 
1. This data form can oo used for the Hydric Soil Assessment Procedure and the Plant Community 

. • # 

- Assessment Procedure. , 
2 Classification according to ·soil Taxonomy." 

c 
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DATA FORM 
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD1 

F~ld lnvestig~tor):t_ AUf';'A~...f · "-lA Data: ld' ·-ry-o~j 
Project!Srte: Tt- ct:J It::. c State: V'J., County: ~lf-__:_t_;__fJ_G-=------
Applicant.IOwner: kAr-10 Plant Community #/Name:-----------
Note: If a more detailed site description is necessary, use the back of data form or a field notebook. 

Do normal environmental conditions exist at the plant community? 
Yes ~No __ (If no, explain on bad<) 
Has the vogstation, soils, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed? 
Yes-- No L (If yes, explain on back) 

Dominant Plant Species 

1. A-t ~~~J S r...;br-'!\ 
2.0c'f\ u '> ( (l<f'V'\ J+""\ 
3. 'Y~\l"S~\s:.hv!A\ W'hJ~,-~u""'-
4. 
5. 
6. ---------------------
7. 
8. ---------------------
9. 

10. ---------------------

Indicator 
Status 

fAe­
f'kJ 
fMV 

VEGETATION 

Stratum Dominant Plant SpBcies 
r 11. _________ _ 

jJ 12.------------
s 13.------------

14.---------------------
15. ---------------------
16.---------------------
17.---------------------
18.--~-----------------
19.---------------------
20.·----------

Percent of dominant spedes that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC !>3 ~ u 
Is the hydrophytic vegetation criterion met? Yes No.::£__ 

Indicator 
Status Stratum 

RationaJe. : --------------------.,------------------------------
rJ Cs T / s-ccy6 fA C.. a? v; CZ"'!--r~fL 

SOILS 

Series/phase: -----------------Subgroup:2 ------------
Is the soil on the hydric soils list? Yes No Undetermined ________ _ 
Is the soil a Histosol? Yes No )( Histic epipedon present? Yes __ No ]L_ 
Is the soil: Mottled?...; Yes~ No~ Gleyed? Yes__ No _)_C_ 
Matrix Color: \0 tIL ...L.(.._..;2. Mottle Colors:------------------­
Other hydric soil indicators: -------------------------------------------­
Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes 
Rationale: --

~ \ <;, t\ C..~ ~oVV\A 

No~ 

HYDROLOGY 

Is the ground surface inundated? Yes No x_ ·Surface water depth: ----------
Is the soil saturated? Yes__ No~ 
Depth to free-standing water in pit/soil probe hole:---------------------­
List other fiek1 evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation. 

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Ye~ __ No_)( __ 

Rationale: -,.---------::-------------------------------------:------::::---:::::---.....--:;-
Ne C.£-S£~'11~\Lu.,j C{L. €v I l>E,JCE 6f- $~ \ \,., s A'\vi-A'llci,J ENt- r Q rJPf rJ G 

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE 

Is the plant community a wetland? Yes__ No~ 
Rationale for'jurisdictional decision: 

r-.!i> cp.., ""t E.p.-fA ME-'T 

1 This data form can be used for the Hydric Soil Assessment Procedure and the ,.Plant Community 
Assessment Procedure. · · -1· 

2 Classification according to "Soil Taxonomy." 

c 
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DATA FORM 
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHoo1 

Field lnvest~ator(s): Ac..,..-rM A,J~. Date: Jo ~I -g- c y 
Pro j ecVSit e: . T !)d . ...«.... C H- ' \S ~ State: W k County: --'-'¥::'---'-\ -=-;J:...-::w(?'--------
Applica·nvowner: i.;Ar-I <2 Plant Community #!Name: ___________ _ 
Note: H a more detailed site description is necessary, use the back of data form or a field notebOok. 

Do normal environmental conditions exist at the plant community? 
Yes _25__ No __ (If no, explain on back) 
Has the vegetation, soils, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed? 
Yes __ No _lL_ (If yes, explain on back) 

Dominant Plant Species 

1. Sc:. \ q< \ "'s ~c.l\o rc... 
2. C.Orf\uS ~er~c~5 
3. ~lde~s 5?,· 
4. A-,fhyc-:v--. ~'I i')(.'"" ¥Y"\i rc. 
s. U ('_.\..,cc,. d·~o )c c:.. 

6. l\ott\v:f'C..Ji"s Hr~., 
7. h""'f'-'-,-e"'-5 
8. -------------------
9. --------------------

10. --------------------

Indicator 
Status 

(AtW.f 

~ 
fA" 
'fAtlf"· 
fAt~ 

"' f'Ac,~ 

VEGETATION 

Stratum Dominant Plant Species 

~ 11. ------------------
f 12. -------------------­
H 13. -------------------­
~ 14.------------------­
~ 15.-------------------­
" 16. --------------------­
~ 17.--------------------

18. --~---------------
19. ---------------------
20." -----------------

Percent of dominant ~des that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC lo o 0
/o 

Indicator 
Status Stratum 

~s the hydrophytic vegetation criterion met? Yes~ No __ 
·Rationale:-------------------------------------

"7 s-6 00fo ft:\0 oe- v.JC..."'("\~ 

SOILS 

Series/phase: -----------------Subgroup:2 -------------
Is the soil on the hydric soils list? Yes No Undetermined---------

·rs the soil a Histosol? Yes No _l{_ Histic epipedon present? Yes __ No 1_ 
Is the soil: Mottled? Yill x- No ___ Glayed? Yes__ No _2L_ 
Matrix Color: l 0 Y ~ ::1f_\ Mottle Colors: _v._;,'A__:P..:......;_\ t_cJ~>=------------­
O~erhy&icsoijind~~o~:--------------------------------­
Is the hydric soil criterion mat? Yes~ No 
Rationale:-:---------------------------------:---

LovJ C...'"-R-o.v\A W l't ~ ~1"T'-~S 

HYDROLOGY 

Is the ground surface inundated? Yes__ No~ Surface water depth: -----------­
Is the soil saturated? Yes X· No 
Depth to f rea -standing wa ta ~soil probe hole: -~::::.:M__;_' .;.!..(ll*1.::.__:_~_'\>..:..__:....p.;-_:.,_S=-.,.,}_f2.:__:_:f-A:....:.c_<::-=---J-..!.t&~_::WA'....:· ·_T....:e:....:-P-:.___1 _l'.l_r\_.:>_v_G_.;_ __ 

List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation. 

· Is the wetland hydroi<JQy criterion met? Yes _2L_ No __ 
Rationale: 

C)~S-t-~-v-~-~-,-o-~---b-P-~S~c-\-~--s-~-,--w-~-~--~-\-u-~~--------------------------

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE 

Is the plant community a wetland? Yes~ No 
Ration a~ for'jurisdictiqnal decision: 

t1 '-l- 1 ( P: ( T f:P--1 A V"'~T" 

.1-This data form can be used for the Hydric Soil Assessment Procedure and the .,Plant Community 
. ,, Assessment Procedure. · ~ 
2 Classification according to "Soil Taxonomy." 

c 



_) 

DATA FORM 
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD1 

Fieki lnvestig~tor(s): AL-'\ lV\ f\ N~- Date: I 0 - I~ -o Y 
pro j ecVSit e: TAL-k <:.- H- US f State: W 1\- County: -----'f='----!tJ...tJ~l:z'--___ __;_ 
Applicant/Owner: L ANb . Plant Community #!Name: __________ _ 
Note: If a more detailed site ooscription is necessary, use the bad< of data form or a field notebOok. 
~--------------------------------------------------
Do normal environmental conditions exist at the plant community? 
Yes _1$__ No __ (If no, explain on back) 
Has t~e vegelati')(:oils, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed? 
Yes~ No (If yes, explain on back) 

Dominant Plant Species 

1 1hu~ .:., r'' tc..=\"c, 2: 56:M\;ucvs <~re~o$"' 
3 QeM\er\~ ce~~s~.t'oc-Mt'S 
4:, .$)11-'\~r~<.~oS c.\\.:....) 
5. Uct c c. d IO \ c, 
6 To\hth:. t~AeA-z;ff-s :", 

7: £obf~Yr'- ~~.A.~\IW\ 
8. 

9. ---------------------
10. ---------------------

Indicator 
Status 

f"AC... 
~ACu 
fAtv 
'YACJ 
f~C-+ · 
'fAC 
f/)ltv 

VEGETATION 

Stratum 
"\ 

Dominant Plant Species 

11.--------------------
12.--------------------
13.----------------
14. --------------------
15. ---------------------
16. ---------------------
17.--------------------
18. --------------------
19. ---------------------
20.'----------

Percent of dominant spedes that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC .~ ~ 3 ~/o 

Indicator 
Status Stratum 

Is the hydrophytic vegetation crHerion met? Yes __ No.1::__ 
Rationale:------------------------------------------

f/\1 o "1 7 5 cJ "7 C\ f ~ L o!Z-- VJ t--r"\ t-t<.... 

SOILS 

Series/phase:------------------ Subgroup:2 ------------
Is the soil on the hydric soils list? Yes__ No Undetermined----------
Is the soil a Histosol? Yes No__};{__ Histic epipedon present? Yes __ No 1__ 
Is the soil: Mottled? Yes No _1:::__ Gleyed? Yes__ No~ 
Matrix Color: •S{ P... 3~ Mottle Colors:----------------------
~lherhydric soU indicator~---------------~------~-------~-------­
ls the hydric soil criterion met? Yes__ NoK_ 
Rationale: --------r----------------------------­

.U , t-.. u. t,f\ f'V'b M. A 
HYDROLOGY 

fs the ground surface inundated? Yes No~ Surface water depth: ----------
Is the soil saturated? Yes__ No~ 
Depth to free-standing water in prtlsoil probe hole: _____ __;_ ________________ _ 
List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation. 

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Yes__ No_}{__ 
Rationale:---------------------.,----------,------------:--::-------

No o£~U4VPJ"'\\():J o-~ f.v I ~trJc.t.. &f-- So\'- SPJ'\'u(Z-k\toJ~ 0~ ?<:>w-.)1) I~ b 

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE 

Is the plant community a wetland? Yes No 
Rationale forlurisdi~ional decision: ~---------~-----~~---------~ 

1-This data form can be used for the Hydric Soil Assessment Procedure and the "Plant Community 
Assessment Procedure. ~ 

2 Classification according to ·soil Taxonomy." 

c 
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DATA FORM 
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD1 

Ff6ki lnve_~~~~t:ts): A0 'vv...Pr~~- , . , A Date: 1l-3 -o 'f 
Project/Site:·. ::::(8L.L (; (.\-' e \"-' State: vv~ County: _...l..\?--___;:_t_Al_b=------
Applica'ntJOwner: v.A-N'b . Plant Community #/Name:_··-----------
Note: tf a more detailed site description is necessary, use the back of data form or a fieki notebook. 

Do no~mpl environmental conditions exist at the plant community? 
Yes _)< __ No __ (If no, explain on bad<) 
Has the vegetation, soils, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed? 
Yes __ No~ (If yes, explain on back) 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

10. 

Indicator 
Status 
f'~(.; 

tM:-t 
'f~t/ 
fA c. 
t~e,.J< 

VEGETATION 

Stratum Dominant Plant Species 

11.-------------
12. ----------------
13. -------------------
14.------~------------
15. -------------------
16. ---------------------
17. -------------------
18. --------------------
19.--------------------

----- 20. ·------------
Percent of dominant spedes that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC . \ oo C?fo 

Indicator 
Status Stratum 

Is the hydrophy1ic vegetation criterion met? Yes~ No __ 
Rationale:-------------::----------------------------

'7 S u J¢ Y 1>\ <..,- 0 (L-- t.J fX'i €:- fl..., 

SOILS 

Series/phase: ---------------------Subgroup:2 ------------
Is the soil on the hydric soils list? Yes No Undetermined 
Is the soil a Histosol? Yes__ No_:;£._ Histic epipedon present? Yes---:-1>(~-N-o ________ _ 
ls the soil: Mottled? Y!?--_- No _y_ Gleyed? Yes__ No~ 
Matrix Color: \c:'L{l.. ==t-J Mottle Colors:-----------------­
Other hydric soil indicators:-----------------------------­
Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes __L No 
Rationale: --:--:--------:------==:----,::-:::----.,------,..----------------

L.. 0\.-.J C. t-\ ~·M.A - \\ \$") \ c_ £.. (\ 'rt \> o iJ 
HYDROLOGY -

Is the ground surface inundated? Yes__ No ~ Surface water depth: ----------
Is the_ soil saturated? Yes~ No __ 
Depth to free-standing water in pit/soil probe hole: --""-,_. .:::5:....>Vf.::::....L.-!f-;:.....A __ c_·· €-________________ _ 
list other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation. 

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Ye; _i;__ No __ 
Rationale:----------------------..,.---------------------

0 G> ~~ p.-0~' 1 ~~ o£-· s~~~- ~ M ..;.J-A'll alJ 

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE 

Is the plant community a wetland? Yes -f.. No 
Rationale fo(jurisdictional decision: 

I+LL. "'?;, C(J-.,\cP-\A 'tAE.'T 

1 This data form can be used for the Hydric Soil Assessment Procedure and the?lant Commun~y 
-,. Assessment Procedure. · '~'·, 

2 ClassHication according to ·soil Taxonomy." 

c 



:.:-.... 

_) 
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DATA FORM 
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD1 

Field lnvestigator(s): ft L-\ M f:.<-t.l_t--1 Date: -l---\1 (_" 3-,;L--...:o:.....,Y'-------
Project!Si'!e: ti\L-- '- (_~ ~ ~~ State: W 1\ County: _ __Lt::_v_:_f .-J~G..__ ____ _ 
ApplicanUOwner: L-b.~ (:J Plant Community #!Name:------------
Note: tf a more detailed site description is necessary, use the back of data form or a field notebook. 

Do normal environmental conditions exist at the plant communrty? 
Yes ~No __ (If no, explain on back) 
Has the vegetation, soils, anc:!!or hydrology been significantly disturbed? 
Yes __ No _K_ (If yes, explain on back) 

VEGETATION 
Indicator 

Dominant Plant Species Status Stratum Dominant Plant Species 

1. Acer- r~c.{",jf"'"f\\v'""'"' f~c\l "I 11. _________ _ 

2. '<3-ho..~nvS.. $-J!.S\;..~c,V".c.. fP~c.- ..,..- 12. -----------
3. (?._Jbus 5~<....\-- .... "b~\\s fK---r S 13.----------
4. 'fv\l'~.\--i&~~ ~ur~~v""" 'fAcv 5 14. -----------
5. '"16\~,e'"' \)11\en-t.it-5.,, f'P..C \.! 15.-----------
6. £.;~u> I..Jn-;"0> ~<:v V 16. -----------
7. 17. ----------
8. 18. ---------------------
9. 19. ----------

10. 20. ------=------
Percent of dominant species that are OBL, FACW, anc:!!or FAC ·~-::, 

0

(~ 
Is the hydrophytic vegetation criterion met? Yes __ No~ 

Indicator 
Status Stratum 

Rationale:-----:---=------------------------------
NoT > 5o~c FAc. o~ w~Si-rE-Q 

SOILS 

Series/phase: -----------------Subgroup:2 ------------
Is the soil on the hydric soils list? Yes No Undetermined-------
Is the soil a Histosol? Yes No _x_ Histic epipedon present? Yes __ No _x __ 
Is the soil: Mottled? Yes No 1_ Gleyed? Yes__ No~ 
Matrix Color:· lo'I'IL srr= Mottle Colors: ________________ _ 
Other hydric soil indicators:----------------------------­
Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes No25__ 
Rationale:.,--------~----------------------------

\0\ \ b ~ c..~~ 'JV\A 
HYDROLOGY 

Is the ground surface inundated? Yes No~ Surface water depth: ----------
Is the soil saturated? Yes__ No~ 
Depth to free-standing water in pitlsoil probe hole:---------------------­
list otherfiek1 evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation. 

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Yes__ No .25__ 
Rationale:-------------------------:-----=----;-::::::---,-;-----

tJ ~ i)%St(2.vJ¥\r"~ 6{L t>..~ 1 \>f;.j.JCE.. of-- Sol«- {,;.Jr'\..;1\--Jrfic;~ (5 {L P .t ~-'j) IN b 

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE 

Is the plant community a wetland? Yes__ No~ 
Rationale fo(jurisdictional decision: 

,.{ c C P- t 1"" C(l...f A MG.. I" 
1-This data form can be used for the Hydric Soil Assessment Procedure and the.,Piant Commun~y 
~ Assessment Procedure. :l'.' 

2 Classiiication according to "Soil Taxonomy."' 

c 
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DATA FORM 
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD1 

Field lnvestigator(s): A L--\IIV\~N ~ Date: ( (--3 -~ 0 j 
Project/Site: '\f\U- (_\A'~~ State: t.JA County: -~,!..._;_t_:..d'J:::_l?=------
Applicant.!Owner: kPs~~ Plant Community #/Name:-----------
Note: If a more detailed site description is necessary, use the back of d'ata form or a field notebOok. 

Do normal environmental conditions exist at the plant community? 
Yes ...::&_._No __ (If no, explain on back) 
Has the vetgetati}(, soils, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed? 
Yes __ No __ (If yes, explain on back) 

VEGETATION 
Indicator 

Dominant Plant Species Status Stratum Dominant Plant Species 

1. 1' s ~s lA ~Z4efl?f~:Y \~ f~cJ-
2. AtR~c~r<-,1\c..~'"'""" 'fA.c-

-r 11.-----------------
-rt> 12. ---------------

3. r..;....\ S ( d-'AJ~"'- f~Cu 
4. t) r-\ i<- ~...., ......... .;v.. .;,., L"'"" fAc.u 

$ 13.---------------
~ 14. ------------------

5. ---------------- 15. --------------------
6. --------------- 16. -------------------
7. ---------------- 17. ---------------------
8. ------------------ 18. --------------------
9. ------------------ 19. ---------------------

10. ------------------ 20.·----------

Percent of dominant ~des that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC ,..-------:lO:::::._ _____ _ 
Is the hydrophytic vegetation criterion met? Yes __ No A-
Rationale: · · 

j'::.( b l ~ -:>() c~(.) fp.;.(.._ C(l_ VJf/f'f f,p... 

SOILS 

Indicator 
Status Stratum 

Series/phase: ----------------------Subgroup:2 --------------
Is the soil on the hydric soils list? Yes No Undetermined---------
Is the soil a Histosol? Yes No -x:--Histic epipedon present? Yes __ No~ 
Is the soil: Mottled? Yes+:--- No~--< Gleyed? Yes__ No K_ 
Matrix Go lor: \oi 1<- ~ ~ Mottle Colors:-------------------­
Other hydric soil indicators:--------------------------------...,.----­
Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes 
Rationale: --

.\\= \ G t-\- C f\ e& VV1 A 

No__K_ 

HYDROLOGY 

Is the ground surface inundated? Yes No _x__ Surface water depth: ------------
Is the. soil saturated? Yes__ No~ 
Depth to free-standing water in pit/soil probe hole:-----------------------­
List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation. 

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Ye; __ N<K: __ 
Rationale: ----------.,--------_;___ ____________ -+----------=--r------

ND ()BSt.f-vA\It:~~ o(L.. 'G..; \\:>cr-JcL ot- s-~""- S.l).-rvP,.A-Tr();J O'(<..... (>o~~o,rJG 

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE 

Is the plant community a wetland? Yes No _x__ 
Rationale for]urisdi~ional decis~n: ~-------------~~-----~--~~ 

1\)c) C~t-<T~P:I A VV"\;:-\ 

1This data form can be used for the Hydric Soil Assessment Procedure and theFiant Commun~y 
Assessment Procedure. · ''( 

2 Class~ication according to ·soil Taxonomy." 

c 



- o-- ______ -,.--. .-~· • _. __ ....:._. __________ ,;_ 

Tf '{!: }0 

DATA FORM 
. ·. ROUTiNE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD1 

Field lnvestigator(s): A L'TuV\P...~tJ - Date: _...:...;lf:.._-_..3~---=-0_·__,_Y ____ _ 
ProjecVSrte: T~i..l.- Cl·h·E:f State: WA County: ___l\?_...!J...t..:_rJ~(!o..<?~-----
Applicant!Owner: t...~l'l b Plant Community #/Name:------------
Note: If a more detailed site d-escription is necessary, use the bad< of data form or a field notebook. 

Do normal environmental conditions exist at the plant community? 
Yes ~No __ (If no, explain on back) 
Has the vegetation, soils, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed? 
Yes __ No 1-- (If yes, explain on back) 

Dominant Plant Species 
Indicator 
Status 

f~G 
fM:­
'fj>..CV 
¥P;c0 
c~v 

f~c.-

VEGETATION 

Stratum Dominant Plant Species 

11. ---------------
12. ---------------------
13. ---------------------
14. ---------------------
15. -------------------
16. ---------------------
17. ----------------------
18. ---------------------
19. ---------------------
20.·----------

Percent of dominant ~des that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC 5 D l o 

Indicator 
Status Stratum 

Is the hydrophy1ic vegetation criteri_on met? Yes~ No~ 
. " Hational~:t--::::----=----:::=---,.,....--------,,------------~--,----------------_J N D 'T ":/ <;:;..::, ~ o f-A-c._ o FL W E-'T"T E .fL_ 

B-2 

SOILS 

Series/phase: -----------------------Subgroup:2 ------------
Is the soil on the hydric soils list? Yes No Undetermined 
Is the soil a Histosol? Yes__ No _x-Histic epipedon present? Y)<:--X-. -N-o---~--~ 
Is the soil: Mottled?~; Yes .;r--h= No_):{__ Gleyed? Yes__ No 
Matrix Color: \ O ' ~ !::::::__L!_ Mottle Colors: -----------------­
~therhydricson indicators:------------~-----------------­
ls the hydric soil criterion met? Yes~ No 
Rationale:-----------------=----=----.------------------

\-Ow C. ~~i:i~A ..- tT\S;\\ C.. E,p\ l'~\>61J 

HYDROLOGY 

Is the ground surface inundated? Yes No~ Surface water depth: ----------
Is the soil saturated? Yes _.X_ No __ 
Depth to free-standing water in pit/soil probe hole: ---=$'==--v..:._.P.::....-_"_c._M_..:..f. _____________ _ 
List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation. 

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Ye~ .:i_ No __ 
Rationale: 

e~~-~--~~-~-A-,-~~-~-~--~O-f~--s~~--,-~--/S_k\_w-~~~-,-\-v-~~--------------------------

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONAlE 

Is the plant community a wetland? Yes .1__ No __ 
Rationale for1urisdi~ional decision: --~-~---~--~~---~--~~----~~~ 

So\ L 5 A..J!) ·1+-i D k1 L-Q b "( (.fL= 1 T2-~ r A M €:...-) 
1This data form can be used for the Hydric Soil Assessment Procedure and the Plant Community 
· .' Assessment Procedure. "' -~ 
2 Class~ication according to ·soil Taxonomy." 

c 
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DATA FORM 
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD1 

Fieki lnvestig~t-or(s): AL\tf\/\ Pir-lN Data: l ~- ~- oj 
ProjecVSrta: .·· TALL C...J1\cv State: WA: County: ____.;.vL_t=t-.J,_,f"""o _____ _ 

Applicant/Owner: L-~N b Plant Community #/Nam·e: ------------
Note: tt a more detailed site description is necessary, use the back of data form or a field notebOok. 
---------------------------------------------------
Do normal environmental conditions exist at the plant community? 
Yes ~No __ (If no, explain on back) 
Has the vegetation, soils, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed? 
Yes-(.{__ No_· __ (If yes, explain on back) t\ \$"'"rot-, C f \ L-l-- 5: L o'( 

Dominant Plant Species 

1. ftvbus d\sco\()( 
2. $c•VV\~vc.us. fc...ce V"'\09\ 

3. Yh~\c..r\S &\.rv"'"~io~<-tt<. 
4. Cc)A...r<>l\lv\wS 

5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

10. 

Indicator 
Status 
fKJ 
f~v 
fAtw 
NL-

VEGETA110N 

Stratum 
$ 
s 

Dominant Plant Species 

11. ---------------
12. -----------------
13. --------------------
14. --------------------
15. --------------------
16. ---------------------
17.---------------------
18. ---------------------
19~-------------------
20.·----------

Percent of dominant sp€1des that are· OBL, FACW, and/or FAC '2 s- ,_o 

Indicator 
Status Stratum 

Is the hydrophytic vegetation crrterion met? Yes __ No _x __ 
Rationale:--------------------------------------

f"l vI '/ 5o "'tc.'> fAc ofc- lJ...l f;...T"'' f-:..p...;, 

SOILS 

Series/phase: Subgroup:2 -------------
Is the soil on the hydric soils list? Yes No Undetermined ______ _ 
Is the soil a Histosol? Yes__ No ';( Histic epipedon present? Yes __ No __zs__ 
Is the soil: Mottled:: Yes No L Gleyed? Yes_._ No'!::__ 
Matrix Color: 1=: \ '-c::==> Lo ~ Mottle Colors: -----------------­
Other hydric soil indicators:---------------------------------­
Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes__ No$_ 
Rationale: ---""?""";:-----..,....,..------------------------------

~\ v'- $ Lc;:) \') Y:,_. 

HYDROLOGY 

Is the ground surface inundated? Yes__ No~ Surface water depth: ---------­
Is the soil saturated? Yes___ No 1_ 
Depth to free-standing water in pit/soil probe hole:----------------------­
List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation. 

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Ye~ __ . _ No _f::_ 
Rationale: ----------::--------=-----=--------------.---------::=-----=---:-:----
~o o~_s;,::f2....JA\~<.,')~ o(L t'vl't>~i-JCE.:_ Of- S.c\'- ~k\v?Pr\lv~ GfL ?~,..J1>t)'I..)G 

JURISDIC110NAL DETERMINATION AND RA 110NALE 

Is the plant community a wetland? Yes__ No..£__ 
Rationale for"jurisdictional decision: 

NO C...e--t--r€-(2.-(Pr M<L"f 

1This data form can be used for the Hydric Soil Assessment Procedure and the Plant Communny 
Assessment Procedure. ~ of· 

2 Classification according to "Soil Taxonomy." 

c 
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----~----,--- _._._.. _ __:._ _________ ~_:_. __ - __ ._ ______ . ---

DATA FORM 
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD1 

Field lnvestigator(s): A L-1~ P. rJ ~ Date: t (- 3 -o '-1 
ProjecVSi1e: \AL-L C ~'E.. f- State: l..-JA County: --l-IC-.-.J/L..;.N___;:b:::...-·------
Applicant/Owner: L ArJG Plant Community #!Name_;.""'--------------
Note: tf a more detailed site description is necessary, use the back of data form or a field notebOok. 

Do normal environmental conditions exist at the plant community? 
Yes ~No __ (If no, explain on back) 
Has the vegetation, soils, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed? · 
Yes __ No~ (If yes, explain on back) 

-------1----------~--------------------------------

Dominant Plant Species 

1. $;\; 2< \ ~s~ c, ""dr" 
A\nvS. f..;bcc.. 2. ~~==~~~~-----

3. CerYl"' s ser-~ c e" 
4. Xl-Jovs 2>~ S(6\Qr 

5. Vb"'-\01.6 s ~(\)A0rA-"(es 
6. c~rez::. obf'l \J ¢=" 
7. A-A-'~;-; Y'-"'-- ~~\ fl"'{ -&~1v';, 
8. 
9. --------------------

10. --------------------

VEGETATlON 
Indicator 
Status Stratum Dominant Plant Species 

fACv..H T 11. --------­
f~ T 12.-------------------fp.cw 5 13. ________ _ 

fAc..u s 14.---------
f..orevJ \1- 15. ---------
0~1..- ~ 16. ----------
f~0 ~ 17.----------------

18.------------------
19.---------------------
20. ·-------------

or~,. ..... 

Indicator 
Status Stratum 

Percent of dominant spedes that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC __ o_ve;;__c_ ·------
Is the hydrophytic vegetation criterion met? Yes__:£__ No __ 
Rationale~_-------:------......,......,..---,-----------------------

/ 50 ~fv 't/>5 C. 6(1...- vJ f; "(".!\ t-fl-" 

SOILS 

Series/phase: ---------------------Subgroup:2 ------------
Is the soil on the hydric soils list? Yes No Undetermined 
Is the soil a Histosol? Yes No._$-- Histic epipedon present? Yes-=_-=._-_-_-N_o_,C-::::--
Isthe soil: Mottled? _Yes~ No __ Gieyed? Yes No~ 
Matrix Color: \ O:-l(2.-. ..::::L{..J Mottle Color~tt-\ o.J $> 
Other hydric soil indicators:----------------------------­
Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes..::£:_ No __ 
Rationale:------:-------,.....,.,----------------------

Low c:._J(r.eA)~A - IMO"t'f(....b-3 · 

HYDROLOGY 

Is the ground surface inundated? Yes__ No 1_ Surface water depth: 
Is the soil saturated? Yes~ No __ 
Depth to free-standing water in pit/soil probe hole: _ _::_~..;..'""'...:..~'-_f'.!...!....:k!-C:::::.....:'-=-----_;_---------­
List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation. 

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Yes ::t- No __ 
Rationale: . 

e:~St..P.vAI 'uv-l Of- S ~ '.__ S~f'\v fH>r"' ~ ;:J 

JURISDICTIONAl DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE 

Is the plant community a wetland? Yes~ No 
Rationale for"jurisdictional decision: 

A.i-L. :3. C.~lle:{l--l/)r ~~'\ 

1:This data form can be used for the Hydric Soil Assessment Procedure and the.Piant Communrty 
Assessment PrOC(?dure. · ~ >n 

2 Class~ication according to ·soil Taxonomy." 
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DATA FORM 
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD1 

Field lnvestig~tor(s): AL'TM~rJ ,-.) Date: _..-:.\..::..l-_3.£-...,."'-:;-c._"'f,!__ ___ _ 
Project/Site: 1f:.-Lt- C..H\~f" State: L,J~ County: q~tiJ& 

• ~,.Jb ---=~------~----
Applicant/Owner: v- Plant Community #/Name:-----------
Note: tf a more detailed site description is necessary, use the back of data form or a field notebook. 
~--------------------------------------------------
Do normal environmental conditions exist at the plant community? 
Yes _L_ No __ (If no, explain on bad<) 
Has the v9getation, soils, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed? 
Yes __ · No$- (If yes, explain on back) 

Dominant Plant Species 

1. j'""-.c::;\c...r-~ S C\_\u~>"d;"""-cf-s. 
2. 
3. --~---------------
4. --------------------
5. --------------------
6. --------------------
7. --------------------
8. --------------------
9. --------------------

10. --------------------

Indicator 
Status 

(-ACW 

VEGETATION 

Stratum Dominant Plant Species 

. w 11. ---------
12.------------------
13. ---------------------
14. -------------------
15. ---------------------
16. ----~--------------
17. ---------------------
18. ---------------------
19. ---------------------
20.·----------

Percent of dominant spedes that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC \ Oo dlo 
Is the hydrophyHc vegetation criterion met? Yes):!___ No __ 

Indicator 
Status Stratum 

Rationale:-----------------------------------------
,7 s-o r,';i c fA~ D fL w €.-1-r IS f4-

SOILS 

Series/phase: --------------------Subgroup:2 ------------
Is the soil on the hydric soils list? Yes No Undetermined_·-------:--
Is the soil a Histosol? Yes No )( Histic epipedon present? Yes __ No .:6._ 
Is the soil: Mottled} ~eJ )0 No __ Gleyed? Yes__ No _2S__ 
Matrix Color: \ 0~ ¥-- _2;1 Mottle Colors: _v~.A...:J?t.:...:....:H:::..)V:::::·..::::.S.:...__ ____________ _ 

Other hydric soil indicators:------------------------------­
Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes _x:_ No 
Rationale: --::--:------~---......-----------..,..._---------------

Lo V t \-\ (L" II"\ A- ...- \M.o'\t L-~5 

HYDROLOGY 

Is the ground surface inundated? Yes__ No 1_ Surface water-depth: ----------­
Is the soil saturated? Yes L No __ 
Depth to free-standing water in prtlsoil probe hole: _S~v~?-::::.·~f.LA~C=-..!!~:::.._ _______________ _ 
List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation. 

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Ye; 1_ No __ 
Rationale: --------.--=----...:.,.......--------1.----------------------

0I'SS§l.-vh'Tf~i-J vf... S"viL Sb--"r-...i~/f\1\)j 
JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINA 110N AND RATIONALE 

Is the plant community a wetland? Yes L_ No 
Rationale for1urisdi~ional decision: ~---------------~--~-----~ Pn ... L- 3 Cf 'Tt=P...r A ~ E--r-
1This data form can be used for the Hydric Soil Assessment Procedure and theFiant Commun~y 
-, Assessment Procedure. · "'"· 
2 Classification according to ·soil Taxonomy." 

13 

c 
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DATA FORM 
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD1 

Fie I? Jnv~ stig ~~~( s): ~ '--pM/vJ •,..( Date: _l_\ -.---"'3_-_c:_.;+.i-----
ProJect!Srte: -\~LL-- C~\t:f: State: Wk County: ~rrJb 
Applicant/Owner: l-A ;J~ Plant Community #/Name:------------
Note: li a more detailed site description is necessary, use the back of data form or a fiek:1 notebOok. 
~----------~---------------------------------------

Do no!rpal environmental conditions exist at the plant community? 
Yes A_ No __ (If no, explain on back) 
Has the vegetation, soils, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed? 
Yes __ No _:i_ (If yes, explain on back) 

Indicator 
Dominant Plant Species Status 

1. Acer tl\'1 crcS?hy \ \vY\ ~ 
2. Q.....;\,-.~s d.\ Sco\~-r ~ 
3. f'h~\~r,-s ~r~tl\.6il\«'tr.e~ f_A.(:.W 

4. 
5. 
6. --------------------
7. 
8. 

·g.--------------------
10. --------------------

VEGETATION 

Stratum Dominant Plant Species 

~ 11.-----------------­
s 12.--------------------
t 13. ---------

14. --------------------
15.--~------------
16. ---------------
17. ----------------
18. -------------------
19.---------------------
20.·----------

() 2 of .... 
Percent of dominant spedes that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC ___ ::::> __ -::::::>___; __ ..... ___ _ 

Indicator 
Status Stratum 

Is the hydrophytic vegetation criterion met? Yes __ No -X-
Rationale: ------z:--------------------------------------­

No\ '7 5o lo fl\c... (){2.._ W~'T'l~R._ 

SOILS 

Series/phase: -------------------Subgroup:2 -------------
Is the soil on the hydric soils list? Yes No Undetermined---------
Is the soil a Histosol? Yes No_){,.__ Histic epipedon present? Yes __ No~ 
Is the soil: Mottled? Yes No__}(__ Gleyed? Yes__ No _2f_ 
Matrix Color: \ c't' t2-: 'LJ'F= Mot11e Colors:-------------------
Other hydric soil indicators:-----------------------------------­
Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes__ No_.)!_ 
Rationale: ..---------:----~---------:-~:;---------------------

c._ H (?.o t""'-~ o t-- --z...-. vJ ''" .:. ... "("" \f'A(). "!'ft. ErS 
HYDROLOGY -

Js the ground surface inundated? Yes__ No _f_ Surface water depth: 
Is the soil saturated? Yes__ No 1_ 
Depth to free-standing water in ph/soil probe hole:----------------------------­
List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation. 

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Ye~ __ No 1-
Rationale: -----:::---------,------.,......---::--o::c---......---=-:::-----7'"-----~-+---~----:;;;=;:---=--.-r--

l\)D 6~Jtp.-v~"'\lorl 0 r- \Svlt'trJcE.. of' Sc\\.- Sj'{Tv~u1"tur! Gf-= \7~~-...Jl)uJG 

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINA 110N AND RATIONALE 

Is the plant community a wetland? Yes__ No :!i__ 
Rationale for·'urisdi~ional decision~ ~--------------------~-~---~~~~~ 

0 (\t \A ~t-:.'{' 

1This data form can be used for the Hydric Soil Assessment Procedure and the.Piant Community 
Assessment Procedure. · ..,, 

2 Classification according to ·soil Taxonomy." 

c 


